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FOR SALE—SUCCESSFUL FAMILY LIFE 


TUCKER 


Klamath Union High School 


Klamath Falls, Oregon 


tionally syndicated magazine. Such the status family 
life education our schools today. With the great stress 
and the major emphasis “the basics”, this fact becomes 
even more noticeable. Family life education has always 
needed sound public relations order sold. Now 
find even more imperative know exactly what are 
trying sell and also how might best about the job. 
Therefore, would seem the task hand large sized 
public relations project where such program 
initiated. 

There have been many definitions family life educa- 
tion—perhaps even more connotations about such pro- 
grams. Many times place many idea obstacles our 
thinking path that the anticipated program becomes 
complicated are afraid try it. Simply, the problem 
would provide adequate self-understanding and the 
understanding human relationships and interactions 
that students could live happily and profitably the most 
intimate and demanding all relationships—those within 
the family. 

Since family life education and intensified study 
human relations are comparatively new, such, some time 
should spent clarifying their place school pro- 
gram. would misconception think that family 
relations human relations are new. the contrary, 
they have existed since the beginning time and man, 
and will continue necessary long man exists. 
living person can escape the practice human family 
relations. The newness lies only ever increasing 
awareness the problems involved and desire and 
zealousness the part sound educators help our 
youth find the knowledge and acquire the attitudes which 
are necessary meet these problems. 


interesting speculate look about this great 
civilization which live. spend great sums 
money for technical and vocational training for our youth. 
great lengths teach them the right job 
right.” The bridge that stands across the San Francisco 
Bay the result know-how, imagination, and the tools 
learning many people. Our mental hospitals and 
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psychiatric wards are the results the same civilization. 
build bridge, equip our students; build life 
and make the adjustments necessary happy and 
fruitful existence, relegate concomitant status. These 
expect come by-products other learnings. 

This idea not given the belief that science and tech- 
nology should given lesser position. Not so. 
merely attempt elevate the business learning 
live complex civilization its rightful level. Since 
one born with this knowledge, learning live produc- 
tively becomes prime requisite both for our sake and the 
benefit others. 

one step farther the discussion the art 
living, might ask where most social adjustments are 
born. Certainly few people would argue the idea that they 
are born and reared the oldest and most powerful 
all social institutions—the family. the one social in- 
stitution which most all have belonged. Marriage 
the means which this institution created and vo- 
cation which over ninety per cent our students will fol- 
low. Still the one vocation where ignorance has been 
considered virtue. 

The preceding paragraphs were written clarify the 
need for program family life education our schools. 
The next job sell this program administrators, staff, 
students, parents and community. 


The students need the least selling all the above cate- 
gories. Rather they will sell for you. Generally admin- 
istrator first becomes cognizant the need for such 
program through the inquiries, suggestions and demands 
students. One the easiest ways find out the needs 
and desires students summarize the results 
questionnaire. These results also can used selling 
the program since there greater selling point than 
positive proof the needs and interests students. 

The next rung the ladder little more difficult. 
Teachers system can often times the greatest con- 
stricting influence. This should not so, but because 
unsympathetic attitudes, subconscious influences, and “one- 
subject interest” the situation does exist. Therefore, defi- 
nite program teacher public relations necessary. Cer- 


tainly this should include the need, presented factual 
rather than emotional level, and clarification course 
program content. Needless say, this should 
interested, well versed person; one who has enough 
spark ignite the program action and understanding. 

Through the use teacher panels, question sessions, 
buzz groups any other group discussion technique, 
teachers can helped gain these and many more under- 
standings that are necessary. They can become allies the 
program rather than aliens enemies. any public 
relations program, understanding must precede accept- 
ance. Teachers must understand the difference between 
teaching this and other areas. Most areas are concerned 
with getting across body knowledge and information. 
family life education, the student needs knowledge and 
information, but more importantly, needs changed at- 
titudes and insights, least opportunity develop 
set attitudes which will function for him our society 
today. 

program family life education can instituted 
without selling the public all. can started with the 
feeling that the school’s responsibility determine 
its own offerings. However, sooner later such program 
will come the notice the public. Therefore, seems 
would better offer positive public relations pro- 
gram the outset rather than combat negative argu- 
ment later. this done, careful consideration 
should given the title. Some administrators feel that 
title can kill course before has fair chance sur- 
vival. With this mind they will give the course 
that carries particular negative connotations. ob- 
jections arise after period time, they can handled 
saying that this has been taught such period time 
and that the content has not changed. other words, ob- 
jections are little tardy. 

Another idea selling the program use acceptable 
terms and those which are not controversial which 
carry connotations tied religious beliefs guilt feelings. 
Sometimes these give subconscious negative feelings which 
can have adverse effects the institution continuance 
such program. 

decided get public support for the program 
can started from without the school system, meetings 
designed present certain phases the program can 
planned. This may done through PTA just from 
interested parent’s groups. Showing movie. having 


teacher panel, presenting student panel are three ways 
starting discussion. The use check lists which present 
typical problems the use any “group idea extraction” 
technique could done get plenty questions for 
discussion. can then pointed out that ten minutes 
there were twenty-five fifty questions which certainly 
must indicate need this field. Such results could 


made into large charts graphs which would tell vivid 
story persons attendance follow-up meeting. This 
might help make statistics meaningful and potent. 

Study groups formed from nucleus interested people 
can great selling point—particularly you can in- 
clude community thought leaders these groups. Also, 
through knowledge gained they can meet family responsi- 
bilities more capably, they can become strong link the 
total chain family life education. 

Another person who must not overlooked the 
school nurse. She person who has great deal con- 
tact with parents and students. she understands the pro- 
gram and sold, she can helpful interpreting well 
selling it. 

One more idea that might used present the 
school population many urgent problems facing their chil- 
dren such increased divorce, prevalence juvenile 
crime, increase alcoholism, and increase numbers 
high school marriages. These are all problems parents 
would like prevent for their children possible. This 
can followed with symposium like method dy- 
namic speakers each the several areas which turn 
would followed buzz groups each the questions. 
Then the big question—what can the school about these 
problems? This has real psychological value since the par- 
ents are happy having part the planning. 

should clearly kept mind that pressure from 
particular group move too rapidly might result 
ing the program. the public brought the 
planning. then care must exercised they are all 
brought along together their thinking. 

school has failed develop good public relations 
general, will difficult have good public relations 
family life education. This should recognized and 
ground work done accordingly. the job properly done 
hoped the mentioned the beginning might become 
headline reading, Sold—Successful Family Living. 

Now the content such program and some 
the things feel should included. 

All people have innate desire “in things.” 
not innate, product our American civilization. 
the best use our teaching. that that forms the 
first basic premise our course. The students are allowed 
choose from Course Content Check List the things 
which would most meaningful and important part 
their course. They are also asked rank them order 
importance them personally. These results are tabu- 
lated and placed the bulletin board. interesting 
watch the students check these tabulations various times 
during the year. One can almost tell when particular stu- 
dents are not too interested area being studied. They 
will check the results and usually are satisfied they find 
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majority the class had desired the unit part 
the year’s work. 

Certainly this field human relations, one thing 
imperative changed attitudes are the desired result 
much information. This working relationship 
between the class members and the teacher far group 
dynamics concerned. Three five days can spent 
profitably group dynamics unit. Experience types 
group activity, understanding the role the 
teacher, ideas which make for productive group experi- 
ence, things which hamper group from working together 
harmoniously and productively, and experience group 
observer and group leader can all included this unit. 
must clearly understood that because thirty 
are assigned the same room the same hour they are 
not necessarily “group.” When they realize that part 
the responsibility for making the group function properly 
belongs each them, the group atmosphere 
changed. have found definite valuable time 
well untold changes attitude toward the class mem- 
bers when this unit used the beginning the course. 

Once the basis for healthy atmosphere has been cre- 
ated, further rapport building unit used. This must 
something which not connected too closely with 
taboos, possible guilt feelings, issues which have nega- 
tive family associations. should something where each 
student the class can “jump and try the water;” some- 
thing that positive, interest almost everyone, and 
something which almost every person has ideas about. 
small unit social behavior “dating” contains many 
facets that can explored finding out more about the 
students and their interests. 

Such unit has logical progression into personality 
and its many ramifications, including attempts explain 
personality. order that this information might more 
meaningful each student personally, several personality 
type inventories and tests attitudes are given. hoped 
that self-understanding will furthered this aid 
determining strong and weak points with acceptance, re- 
jection improvement those points. also hoped 
that other areas psychology covered will studied with 
strongly motivated mind and effort. 

Progressing into the field social psychology and 
understanding, study made intelligence, aptitudes, 
maturity, mental mechanisms ways meeting our en- 
vironment, and many other areas depending upon the 
interests and capabilities the individual classes. 

When self-understanding the aid such unit, many 
pertinent teen problems cannot by-passed. These will 
present themselves natural settings the group func- 
tioning unit. Parent-teen-age relationships, going 
steady, petting, morality, premarital sex relations, drugs 
and alcohol (as they affect human relationships) love and 
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its development are few these. Here again depends 
upon the rapport the group and the individual problems 
peculiar each group. These are usually not too varied, 
however. since the interests and problems most students 
follow pretty much the same general broad patterns. 

Units engagement, mixed marriages, various aspects 
marriage, divorce and other crises are natural follow- 
ups the above. The unit reproduction has been tried 
various times and following various subject areas such 
petting, but has been found that the greatest learning 
attitudes and information resultant follows 
more natural sequence and presented following the sec- 
tion marriage. 

Following the study reproduction, prior de- 
pending upon the class, study heredity, environment, 
and elementary genetics used. This one unit that 
definitely varies accordance with the interest and prog- 
ress each individual class. Most this material can 
interwoven with reproduction and pre-natal development. 
This seems one the general areas where many 
questions exist and one where interest extremely high. 
also one area where much misinformation well 
lack information abound. 

The unit geared re-evaluation self and 
others. unit human development. This study con- 
tinues from pre-natal development the teen age level 
whence the cycle has been completed. you note, the be- 
ginning the year started with problems dealing with 
the teen-ager. believed that after the year’s study the 
students will make great strides gaining information, 
attitudes, and understanding. Accompanying this unit 
major assignment writing autobiographical person- 
ality study. This written each age general area 
development studied and correlated with the inventories 
and personality tests, heredity patterns and environmental 
factors. This makes more meaningful than just as- 
signed “project.” Students seem have aversion 
the word due many so-called 
projects they have done which have been just busy work. 
Student opinion this unit varied one would expect 
personal study. There are many students who have 
found beneficial the extent that they have deemed 
the most valuable school experience. 

This does not begin cover all the facets our course. 
Motion pictures are most plentiful this field. Much time 
must given choosing only those that are really im- 
portant and useful the study. Current reports can 
used successfully and are easy find. wonderful 
field for resource people from the community such 
lawyer divorce clergyman mixed marriages. 
The people have used have felt highly complimented 
asked and have always said they would like return. 
This also good mode public relations. person 


teaching this field should always using abundant and 
pertinent information the bulletin board. Use apti- 
tude tests from school folders should not overlooked. 
Obviously, the whole folder cannot given the student, 
but there much information that can lifted and used 
the proper time. Some students have done very interest- 
ing studies sampling student opinions such things 


going steady, dating, petting, marriage, religion and 
related ideas, and others. They have written their own 
questionnaires, tabulated the results, charted them the 
most interesting manner and presented them for class dis- 
cussion. 
Class sets the following books are used during the 
year: 
Bowman, Henry Marriage for Moderns, McGraw Hill, 
1954. 
Duvall, Evelyn Family Living, Macmillan, 1955. 
Duvall, Evelyn and Reuben Hill, You Marry, 
1953. 
Jenkins, Gladys, Helen Schacter and William Bauer, 
These Are Your Children. Scott Foresman, 1953. 
Mahoney, Harold J., and Engle, Points for Decision, 
World Book Company, 1957. 


Landis, Judson C., and Mary Landis, Personal Adjust- 
ment, Marriage and Family Living, Prentice-Hall, 
1955. 


Phillips, Lakin, and James Gibson, Psychology and 
Personality, Prentice-Hall, 1957. 


Each student buys copy of: 


Engle, L., Psychology, Its Principles and Applications, 
World Book Company, 1957. 


addition the above, there are available during the 
class hour some the pamphlets published Science 
Research Associates well other pamphlets and ref- 
erence books. Each student develops leaf binder 
containing certain basic information has been given 
him. 

Teaching this field most gratifying because results 
are rewarding. Students return from all walks life 
tell one how useful the information and the attitudes to- 
ward family life they have developed has been. Former 
students are really our best salesmen because they are our 
satisfied customers. This should since they are 
our reason for being proud the business family 
life education. 


PACIFIC NORTHWEST COUNCIL FAMILY RELATIONS 


Annual Conference—March 19-21, 1959 


Montana State University, Missoula, Montana 


Theme: THE FAMILY AND MENTAL HEALTH 


Cooperating Organizations—Montana Society for Mental 
Health, Montana Future Homemakers, United Church 
Women Montana, Montana Pastors’ Institute. 


Featured Speaker: Director, Minnesota 
Family Study Center. 


Addresses: Thursday 8:00 p.m. “New Child Rearing Ideas 


and Practices, What are Their Consequences?” 


Friday p.m. “What’s Happening Father? Changing 
Father Roles.” 


SECTION MEETINGS 


Section meetings will held Friday and Saturday the 
topics: 


Teaching Family Relations the Schools, Children and 
Youth the Community, Counseling and Guidance 
Family Members, The Family and the World Work, 
Family Life Education Through PreSchool Groups, The 
Health Professions and the Family, Research the Family 


and Mental Health. 


SEND YOUR RESERVATION REQUEST FURTHER INFORMATION TO: 


Bruce Brown, Pacific Northwest Council Family Relations, Montana State University, Missoula Montana. 
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MARRIED COLLEGE STUDENTS AND THEIR HONEYMOON 


JoHANNIS, 


University Oregon 


This study grew out the requests students enrolled 
the author’s functional course marriage and the fam- 
ily for information where married college students spent 
their honeymoon. deals with the following topics con- 
cerned with the honeymoon wedding 

Did the couple take one? 
Who planned it? 
Its length? 
Type transportation used? 
Where couple went? 
Persons the couple visited? 
Suggestions couples planning honeymoon. 

The data were obtained questionnaire from per 
cent random sample wives full time male students at- 
tending the University Oregon the spring 1957 
(N=146). 

The median age husbands was years, wives 
years. The couples had been married median years. 
Three-quarters the husbands and wives had been reared 
the Pacific Northwest and additional per cent 
California. The majority the remaining husbands and 
wives were reared the Rocky Mountain and Midwestern 
states. 

honeymoon wedding trip was taken 83.6 per cent 
the couples studied. This considerably less than the 
94.5 per cent couples marrying for the 
first time who took wedding trip. 

This wedding trip was planned both the husband and 
wife 77.5 per cent the cases, the husband 17.5 


author wishes express his appreciation the 
Brown Trust for financial assistance the data analysis phase 
this study. also wishes acknowledge the assistance the many 
students whose help made possible the obtainment the informa- 
tion upon which this study based. 

The writer has been able locate three other studies which 
deal part least with honeymoon behavior. 

Stanley Brav, “Note Honeymoons,” Marriage and Family 
Living, (Summer, 1947), pp. 60, 65. 

August Hollingshead, “Marital Status and Wedding Behavior,” 
Marriage and Family Living, (November 1952), pp. 308-311. 

Eugene Kanin and David Howard, “Postmarital Conse- 
quences Premarital Sex Adjustments,” American Sociological 
Review, (October pp. 556-562. 

Only the article Hollingshead contains data which can 
1elated the study being reported here. 

Hollingshead, op. cit., 311. 
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per cent, the wife 1.7 per cent and others 3.3 per 
cent the cases. the four cases which persons other 
than the husband and/or the wife participated the plan- 
ning, three were reported being planned the United 
States Army presumably fostering the taking honey- 
moon which included movement from the place marri- 
age the base which the husband was stationed. 
The wife’s parents planned the honeymoon for one couple. 

The median length time which couples spent the 
honeymoon was seven days. found his cou- 
ples took nine day trip. Twenty-five and four-tenths per 
cent the couples spent less than three days their honey- 
moon, per cent from four six days, 23.8 per cent 
seven days, 13.9 per cent from eight thirteen days, and 
14.9 per cent fourteen more days. The longest wedding 
trip lasted for thirty days. Three wives either misunder- 
stood the question for some other reason reported their 
honeymoons lasting from twelve eighteen months. 

Eighty-eight and three-tenths per cent the husbands 
and 35.3 per cent the wives participated financing the 
honeymoon. 47.1 per cent the cases the husband alone 
financed the honeymoon. additional 5.9 per cent the 
husbands were aided with honeymoon finances source 
other than his spouse. Most generally this source was cash 
received wedding gifts. The husband and wife jointly 
financed 23.5 per cent the honeymoons alone and 
additional 11.8 per cent the cases they were aided 
cash received wedding gifts their parents. Cash 
received wedding gifts were the sole means financing 
5.9 per cent the honeymoons. four cases the husband’s 
parents footed the bill, one case the wife’s parents and 
two cases the entire trip was financed borrowed money. 
wife reported that she and/or her parents alone paid 
for the couple’s honeymoon. 

Nearly per cent the couples who took wedding 
trip honeymoon traveled car and per cent train. 
Two couples traveled bus and two plane. One took 
thirty day camping trip horseback into the mountains. 

Twenty-five per cent the couples visited coastal re- 
sorts travelled along the Pacific Coast, 27.5 per cent 
travelled inland resorts scenic areas including eight 
couples who spent their honeymoons camping inland 


311. 


state and national parks, 28.3 per cent spent their time 
large cities and per cent just kept the car the road 
they moved from the place which they were married 
the husband’s new job, military post college. Two cou- 


ples spent their honeymoon working lookouts for the 
United States Forest Service and one the camping trip 
via horseback mentioned above. 

Most couples spent least portion their honeymoon 
travelling from place place but 13.6 per cent the 
couples stayed single scenic resort for the entire period. 

Visiting friends and relatives was not uncommon, one 
third the couples did so. One couple nine visited one 
both sets parents, and one nine other relatives, and 
one ten friends the husband and/or wife. Some 
these visits were brief, e.g. one wife stated that they dropped 
aunt and uncle for few hours one day during 
their wedding trip. 

Approximately two thirds the wives who had taken 
honeymoon made median two suggestions each. the 
twenty-four not taking one third made 
median two suggestions each. 

Most the suggestions made the wife both honey- 
mooning and non-honeymooning couples centered four 
areas: cost, type activity, location and type place, and 
length honeymoon. the 28.4 per cent the wives who 
suggested that couple should consider the cost their 
honeymoon before taking it, far the majority made sug- 
gestions like the following: “Don’t spend more than you 
can afford,” some money for use when you get back 
home,” and “the lavish spending money honeymoon 
cannot impress anyone and may give the couple false 
idea the married life.” However, there were several 
wives who made suggestions fostering the free use 
money, e.g. “This the only chance you'll get when you 
can really spend money and enjoy thoroughly why not 
it” and “Don’t afraid spend enough make the 
most memorable occasion, occasion that should include 
special room the hotel, some meals candle light, and 
occasional gifts from town delivered your room.” 

The central suggestion regard type activity cen- 
tered around the idea that the couple should sure that 
the place they chose would mutual interest that the 
available activities would something which both them 
might enjoy. However, several couples did suggest that the 
activities should something new both them. 


regard the type place, the couples stressed that 
the place should the type both could enjoy. 

Most the couples suggested that the length should 
considered especially relation the job that the husband 
has will going into and the amount travel rela- 
tion the amount money they had. One wife suggested 
that honeymoon over few days length was foolish 
waste time and the couple might better spend some time 
getting settled their apartment. Several the wives sug- 
gested that the couple should sure return home 
time get their living quarters arranged properly before 
going back the job. 

About per cent the wives stressed the need for plan- 
ning the honeymoon, other words sure the couple 
knew where they were going and what they planned do. 
About equal percentage suggested that the couples 
should just take off and spontaneous planning the 
spirit moved. Three and half per cent the wives sug- 
gested that honeymooners should wary being mo- 
tion all the time they should have ample time relax. 
Five per cent stressed the need for being away from friends 
and having good deal privacy. 

Three wives suggested that the couple plan their use 
birth control advance the honeymoon and one en- 
couraged couples obtain sex information from doctor 
and books. 

One-third the twenty-four wives who had not been 
honeymoon stressed that couple should sure take 
one. This suggestion was made also two the 122 wives 
who had taken wedding trip. 

have seen that most married students one college 
campus took honeymoon wedding trip which typically 
lasted from one fourteen days. This trip was planned 
jointly both the husband and wife. The husband played 
the major role financing the trip, however, was fre- 
quently assisted his wife and/or wedding gifts 
monetary nature. Most couples not only travelled car 
but spent much their time moving from one resort 
another near where they were married. considerable por- 
tion the couples visited friends and/or relatives during 
their wedding trip. 

Most wives suggested that couples should consider the 
cost, type activity, type place visited and length 
when planning their honeymoon. 


Teacher Exchange for High School Family Life Educators appearing feature Marriage and Family Living, 
the quarterly journal the National Council Family Relations. provides medium communication which 
makes possible for teachers exchange ideas, and find answers teaching problems through pertinent articles 
they seek educate young people for family living. available for $1.00 year from the National 
Council Family Relations. published with the the American Social Hygiene Association. Write 
the National Council Family Relations, 1219 University Avenue Southeast, Minneapolis 14, Minn. 
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THE ABSOLUTE DIVORCE THE PACIFIC NORTHWEST* 


IRVING 


Southern University 


Introduction 


most states, including those the Pacific Northwest, 
the total number annulment suits brought court are 
few when compared the total number divorce 
what appears typical year Oregon (and prob- 
ably other states) anywhere from per cent per cent 
all types civil cases are divorce With only 
small percentage the total number cases contested 
the defendant, the plaintiff can secure divorce without 
great hindrance difficulty. Consequently, the legal rea- 
sons for which divorce permitted and the proof 
presented courts establishing entitlement are extremely 
important our society (especially since the number 
divorce suits have increased sharply recent decades). 
recent years there has been tendency increase the 
number grounds for which divorce will issued and 
has become very simple secure divorce. Some mem- 
bers the judiciary have candidly admitted that when 
marriage completely wrecked and something resembling 
statutory ground for divorce exists, there logical 
reason keep two people together husband and wife 
for the balance their natural lives when they desire 
The Supreme Court Washington reasoned that 
marriage has completely disintegrated, society’s best in- 
are not being served keeping man and wife 
married name only. course, such judicial philosophy 
conflicts with some religious beliefs and often contrary 
the spirit the law. The problems relating divorce 
are further complicated because some states actually “bid” 
for out-of-state divorce business the same manner that 
the scenic states advertise beauty attract the tourist 
trade. 

divorce proceeding method which previously 
contracted marriage dissolved judicial order, leaving 
both spouses free matrimonial ties. one time, 
Russia and France, for example, two people could dissolve 


For discussion other aspects family law see the author’s 
articles “Marital Laws the Pacific Northwest,” The Coordinator 
(March, 1957), pp. 66-103 and “Laws Dissolving Marriage the 
Pacific Northwest,” The Coordinator, (March, 1958). Pp. 40-48. 

exception New York where the only ground for divorce 
adultery and marriage can annulled with relative ease. 

Johnstone, “Divorce: The Place The Legal System Dealing 
with Marital-Discord Cases,” Oregon Law Review 297-329 (1952) 
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their matrimonial bond mutual consent without per- 
mission from the state. Initially, the Napoleonic Code 
France permitted divorce mutual consent.* England, 
jurisdiction over divorce was originally placed the 
hands the ecclestiastical courts until 1858, when sec- 
ular divorce was legislatively approved and the clerical 
divorce banned. accordance with philosophic and reli- 
gious training, was natural for the clergy frown upon 
divorce. Following theological interpretation the teach- 
ing Christ, the clergy limited the right divorce 
adultery. Even after the secular divorce was discontinued 
England, the influence the clergy the divorce court 
was strong and dissolving marriage was difficult. the 
United States, the church was never granted authority 
dissolve marriage and the courts have always controlled 
the marital status. However, church influence the di- 
vorce court was strong initially. 

Since the ground-rules are statutory and common law 
not for application, state legislatures enact the reasons for 
which divorce will protect the public 
welfare, the state considered party interest every 
divorce proceeding® statute judicial interpretation. 
Merely because married couple want dissolve their 
nuptial tie does not mean that they will able secure 
legal The courts hold that divorce can ob- 
tained innocent spouse only where there statutory 
ground for issuing it. For example, lack affection 
incompatibility, the absence other misconduct, not 
ground for Merely because both spouses are 
uncongenial that they cannot bear live together any 
longer not legal reason grant 

Although each state legislatively determines the grounds 
for marital dissolution, the chain events entitling the 
plaintiff divorce can occur the complain- 
ant has acquired domicile within the state where di- 
vorce sought, unimportant that the grounds for 
seeking divorce are not recognized elsewhere. 
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Adultery 


Adultery reason for divorce the least used all 
legal grounds because the adverse publicity given the 
contestants and family and the difficulty securing proof. 

Adultery defined “voluntary sexual intercouse 
married person with person other than the offender’s 
permit divorce for adultery when 
established. Washington also provides that the divorce suit 
must brought “within one year after shall have come 
the knowledge the party applying for divorce.” 

One act sexual intercourse with someone other than 
the legal mate constitutes adultery. There must phys- 
ical the female the male although emis- 
sion not necessary order prove male 
who marries prostitute entitled divorce for adult- 
ery she subsequently returns her former 
Merely because husband and wife are living apart agree- 
ment not defense charge adultery physical 
separation does not license married people cohabit with 
short, physical need not defense charge 
adultery. 

establish adultery, the act (or acts) sexual inter- 
course must voluntary. For example, rape should 
occur, the responsible male, married, could divorced 
for adultery, but the husband the woman who was raped 
would not entitled divorce because the fornication 
took place without her Adultery has not been 
committed when insane spouse engages sexual inter- 
course with strangers, because lack Legally, 
insane person cannot consent most social acts. How- 
ever, the accused, through the guardian, would have 
establish insanity (unless already adjudicated insane) once 
the plaintiff establishes prima facie entitlement di- 
vorce. However, sane when extra-marital play occurs, 
divorce will granted even though insane time 
suit because the guilty spouse was mentally capable 
consent when the act took place (the wife became insane 
this case fearing loathsome religious be- 
lief polygamy concubinage not good defense 
divorce sought for wife, upon remarriage, 
engages sexual intercourse under erroneous assump- 
tion that her first husband dead, the first husband could 
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not awarded divorce for If, however, sex- 
ual activity continues with the second mate after discover- 
ing that the first spouse alive, the legal husband en- 
titled divorce for adultery. However, mistake law 
(and not mistake fact) not defense charge 
adultery. For example, where sexual intercourse en- 
gaged after second marriage, such activity constitutes 
adultery divorce from earlier spouse declared 
this case, the United States Supreme Court 
also decided that divorce granted one state can 
collaterally attacked elsewhere providing that the court 
initially granting the decree did not have jurisdiction over 
the contestants. 

Should husband make the necessary arrangement for 
his wife engage sexual play, has consented the 
adulterous activity and cannot get The law, 
such case, visualizes the husband active participant 
his wife’s sinful conduct. the Harmon case, the hus- 
band knew that his wife was keeping company with mar- 
ried man and eventually she was seduced. Since the hus- 
band remained friendly terms with the seducer and had, 
fact, been carrying with the seducer’s wife, the court 
inferred that the adultery the defending wife was com- 
mitted with the consent and connivance the complainant 
husband. the Noyes case, the complainant arranged 
meeting for his wife with her lover the house friend; 
the court held this connivance and divorce was 
denied. Merely observing suspected spouse while she 
engages extra-marital activity not legal consent 
adulterous act and divorce can secured the husband 
wife hires detectives and correspondent engage sex- 
ual intercourse with her husband, divorce the ground 
aduliery will not granted the wife because her 
connivance; wife exposes her spouse temptation, she 
has not come court with “clean hands” and cannot secure 
The law recognizes the psychological fact that 
where sex concerned, temptation can often overcome the 
will the best-intentioned person. Continued cohabitation 
after receiving positive information spouse’s adultery 
may amount condonation that divorce will not 
issued the 

The plaintiff has the burden proving adultery and the 
defendant not required submit evidence defeat the 
petition for divorce until prima facie case 
However, some evidence, such the court 
record criminal prosecution for adultery disclosing 
that the indictment was dismissed, cannot introduced 
divorce case prove that there was adultery. The evi- 
dence the trial must disclose least one act adul- 
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Adultery can be, and usually is, established cir- 
cumstantial proof, providing that the evidence shows the 
defendant’s natural inclination engage sexual activity 
well The proof adultery should 
clear, positive and testimony merely 
shows that the wife sat the lap another person and 
others felt that the two were bit too friendly, the evidence 
does not establish adulterous act. The evidence must 
lead person reasonable discretion draw conclu- 
sion other than that adultery was the natural result the 
defendant’s action.** However, adulterous disposition 
and opportunity are established, even though there 
tangible evidence adultery, guilt established the 
defendant fails deny the charge. Mere suspicion without 
proof not enough establish entitlement divorce 
for adultery. Where the evidence presented logically per- 
mits two possible interpretations, the court will hold the 
defendant 

summation, the evidence must establish the adulter- 
ous disposition the defendant and paramour, oppor- 
tunity engage sexual intercourse, and circumstances 
leading inference one case, adultery was 
established when paramour was seen with the defendant 
while the plaintiff was away business, the defendant, 
while clad kimono, and were embracing couch, 
and went into the defendant’s room pick his per- 
sonal Parsons Parsons, married couple 
separated eight months prior the birth 
Shortly after the separation, the defendant and her com- 
panion were surprised during the evening the plaintiff 
who found them sitting the front seat parked auto- 
mobile. addition, the gentleman sitting with the defend- 
ant had lipstick his face. The court decided that the 
evidence did not warrant the inference that act adul- 
tery had been committed. clothing had been removed 
unbuttoned, the defendant had been discovered the 
rear seat the automobile with her lover, possible 
that the court would have granted divorce for adultery. 
When two persons opposite sex are discovered bed, 
divorce for adultery will issued without evidence 
sexual Oregon, spouse not responsible for 
adultery providing sexual intercourse occurred after the 
married couple had been separated for more than one 
The reason therefore physical need and the law 
forbids redress plaintiff who may equally guilty for 
the separation. 

Where adultery alleged, the courts are reluctant 
grant divorce upon the uncorroborated testimony any 
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other particeps The Oregon law specifically pro- 
vides that confession adultery “‘is not itself sufficient 

Montana, when wife divorced for adultery, the 
legitimacy the children born “before the commission 
the adultery not affected; but the legitimacy other 
children the wife may determined the court, upon 
the evidence the case. every such case, all children, 
begotten before the commencement the action, are pre- 
sumed legitimate until the contrary Obviously, 
the public interested protecting the good name and 
financial welfare every child. Idaho’s law pertaining 
the legitimacy children where adultery established 
problem which will certainly raised court 
some time the future concerns artificial insemination 
(some cases have already appeared lower courts). 
Should wife conceive artificial means against the 
wishes her husband, the legal question answered 
whether the husband entitled divorce the 
ground adultery. the classical legal definition adul- 
tery applied, artificial insemination probably does not 
constitute adultery. Yet, this problem need 
answer. 


Cruelty and Personal Indignities 


Oregon permits divorce for “Cruel and inhuman treat- 
ment personal indignities rendering life 
Washington provides that divorce can procured the 
plaintiff for the “Cruel treatment either party the 
other, personal indignities rendering 
Both Idaho and permit divorce 
for “extreme cruelty.” Idaho defines “extreme cruelty” as: 


...the infliction grievous bodily injury grievous 
mental suffering upon the other one party the mar- 

ge. 


Montana elaborately defines “extreme cruelty” as: 


(1) The infliction threat infliction grievous 
bodily injury bodily injury dangerous life; 


(2) The repeated infliction threat bodily injury 
personal violence upon the other party one party 
the marriage; 


(3) The repeated publication utterance false 
charges against the chastity the wife the husband; 


(4) The infliction grievous mental suffering upon 
the other one party the marriage, course con- 
duct towards treatment one party the marriage 
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the other, existing and persisted for period one 
(1) year before the commencement the action for di- 
vorce, which justly and reasonably such nature and 
character destroy the peace mind and happiness 
the injured party, entirely defeat the proper and 
legitimate objects marriage, render the continu- 
ance the married relation between the parties perpetu- 
ally unreasonable intolerable the injured 


The early cases did not allow divorce the ground 
cruelty unless there was physical Even today, 
“hanger on” from past legislative philosophy, for ex- 
ample, establish cruelty, the defendant must 
responsible for two more acts physical violence. 
Currently, most states, including those the Pacific 
Northwest, divorce permitted even where physical act 
threat violence not claimed; mental cruelty con- 
stituting “extreme cruelty” “personal indignities” 
The prevailing modern doctrine that the 
defendant’s unwarranted conduct inflicting great mental 
suffering upon the complainant sufficient grant di- 
vorce. fact, the pendulum has swung far the other 
direction that many question the wisdom the ease with 
which divorce for mental cruelty awarded. The 
culty permitting divorce for mental cruelty de- 
termining whether the plaintiff has suffered great mental 
pain. Other members the bar justify divorce for men- 
tal cruelty where the defendant’s conduct has not been 
particularly extreme because neither the contestants nor 
the public are benefitted forcing two people remain 
legally married who are obviously incompatible. 

Normally, incompatibility temperament and in- 
ability live together husband and wife not sufficient 
ground for divorce for mental Mere uncongenial- 
ity, dissatisfaction and unhappiness not generally re- 
garded legal Lack affection alone does not 
constitute Should there lack affection plus 
short periods desertion constant quarreling between 
the married couple, cruelty Quarreling 
not reason enough grant divorce the ground men- 
tal Kreplin Kreplin, the wife was awarded 
divorce for cruelty when the husband treated her coldly 
and indifferently and refused attend social events with 
Thus, indifference and coldness may amount 
cruelty some situations. Extreme cruelty may estab- 
lished showing the defendant’s actions, silence, neglect, 
conduct, and the This case interesting because 
neither spouse had any desire preserve the marriage and 
the defendant had appealed the decision the trial court 
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granting divorce his wife that she could not testify 
against him murder trial wife cannot testify against 
her husband criminal case). Merely because spouse 
morose and unsociable not mental But con- 
duct making life unbearable and causeing great mental 
suffering can consitute mental 

Physical assaults, such kicking, beating, and the like, 
are usually held extreme Generally, the male 
will have more difficult time establish physical cruelty 
because his brawn than would the female. However, 
forceful assaults wife her husband may ground 
for divorce, particularly when she wields dangerous 
weapon. When husband beats slaps his wife several 
times, divorce for cruelty can Usually, 
single act violence does not constitute “extreme cru- 
However, some instances, one display physical 
cruelty unusual severity which occurs with little 
provocation maye enough for the court grant di- 
The evidence this case disclosed that the defend- 
ant, unjustifiably, called his wife whore and other un- 
complimentary names. retaliation, she struck him lightly 
the cheek with the back her hand. anger, struck 
her the face with his fist and choked her. After calming 
down, never apologized for his violent outburst. The 
Oregon Supreme Court ruled that the one incident vio- 
lence, coupled with the vile epithets, constituted cruelty, 
especially since the defendant never apologized. 

overt act physical violence not absolutely neces- 
sary—threats personal assault will sufficient wife 
reasonably fears physical Bad manners, the 
use rude language, and occasional displays temper, 
bodily harm not threatened, not physical 
The use necessary and moderate disciplinary force upon 
children husband does not constitute cruelty entitling 
his wife fact, husband can use reason- 
able force protect himself against his wife’s interference 
while punishing children without being held responsible 
divorce suit. 

Because trial judges have tremendous latitude deter- 
mining what course events will establish mental cruelty, 
frequently difficult evaluate and reconcile published 
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opinions (appellate courts will not reverse the finding 
the lower court unless obvious error). The difficulty 
reconciling reported decisions has been multiplied many 
times because the Washington and Oregon statutes 
which permit divorce for “personal indignities” because 
the discretion the trial court and adequately 
defining “personal indignities” Appellate 
courts will not disturb the finding lower court unless 
the evidence support the lower court decision flimsy 
positively indicate error. 

divorce for mental cruelty may awarded the 
plaintiff the defendant uses abusive language. The test 
not objective, e., the use abusive language, but 
subjective, e., what effect did the abusive tirade have 
upon the mentally injured Thus, any language 
which appears unnecesarily crude may constitute 
mental cruelty the aggrieved party suffers sufficient 
What must measured the trial court the 
sensitivity the innocent spouse, crude language may 
have devastating effect upon sensitive person and yet 

Where spouse habitually uses profanity and does not 
restrict the use vile language his wife, the court will 
not grant divorce for mental Coos Coos, 
the court held that the habitual use profanity the home 
and the presence daughter sufficient reason per- 
mit divorce for mental profane disavowal 
husband lack affection for his wife together with 
refusal permit her return their home which she 
temporarily left care for sick mother, constitutes cru- 
The use profanity and personal violence estab- 
lishes legal cruelty entitling the innocent spouse di- 
Generally, vile language must uttered the 
presence wife and children strangers before the 
court will find mental Thus, the use profan- 
ity private not cruelty. Falsely and repeatedly accus- 
ing spouse infidelity before strangers constitutes men- 
tal Ekerson Ekerson, the wife was granted 
divorce for cruelty when her husband referred her 
“damn fool and whore,” stated that longer loved 
her and regretted the marriage, and maintained that her 
only purpose taking position restaurant was 
lead indecent The charge promiscuity must 
false before the plaintiff entitled divorce for mental 
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cruelty; reasonably made, accusation infidelity 
does not establish cruelty (the New York case involved legal 
separation rather than divorce because New York allows 
divorce for adultery 

Where husband repeatedly accuses his wife theft, 
divorce for cruelty will issued Uttering and 
publicizing disparaging remarks about the husband’s 
mother evidence mental cruelty entitling the male 
spouse wife continually addresses her 
husband and his children prior marriage vicious 
manner, she has committed “extreme State- 
ments made husband his wife that was not in- 
debted any woman, that could “step-out” whenever 
wished, and that she could leave the family home will, 
was mental Where the husband was very critical 
his wife’s domestic and social abilities, including her 
cooking and choice wearing apparel, mental cruelty 
legally Where wife maliciously and falsely 
accuses her husband impotency, causing grave mental 
suffering and injury his health, entitled divorce 
the ground Where husband tells his wife 
leave the family home and puts her out the hallway, 
the husband, Montana, has not been guilty “extreme 
Since husband has the legal right handle 
family business matters (which may lead family 
culties), the court decided that every household governs 
itself differently and the hallway scene did not indicate, 
per se, that assault had been committed. Where “per- 
sonal indignities” ground for divorce, the court found 
sufficient evidence grant divorce similar situation. 
Criticism two days after the death daughter the 
wording contained telegram sent wife her hus- 
band informing him the daughter’s illness, mental 


statement wife that she could not live 
with her husband not legal Where children 
former marriage exhibit hostility their father’s second 
wife and, addition, she accused the bridegroom 
being dope addict, divorce for mental cruelty can 
secured the 

Frequently, mannerisms, attitudes, and conduct socially 
unjustifiable presented court evidence legal 
cruelty. such situations, the trial court has almost un- 
limited discretion awarding denying divorce. 

Communicating venereal other form loathsome 
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and infectious disease wife could not estab- 
lish legal cruelty when she lived with her husband for seven 
years after was afflicted with skin 
disease, even refused bathe frequently she 
abortion has been held cruel conduct entitling her 
judicial sign cruelty. continuous refusal engage 
sexual intercourse may amount cruelty under certain 
circumstances some states (such refusal may also 
used secure divorce for constructive desertion). 
wife refuses engage sexual intercourse because ill 
health, her conduct does not demonstrate legal 
Where refusal cohabitate advanced reason for 
seeking divorce, the refusal must occur frequently and 
without justification before will considered mani- 
festation legal cruelty. case arising Washington, 
where the wife denied her husband sexual access for twelve 
years, divorce for cruelty was two cases 
emanating from Oregon, the complainant one suit was 
denied divorce the ground cruelty because the de- 
fendant refused engage sexual whereas 
the other case, decided earlier. considered refusal en- 
gage sexual intercourse constructive 
However, the later case also held refusal engage 
sexual intercourse desertion. 

husband’s excessive sexual demands which endanger 
the health his wife can sign legal How- 
ever, the evidence must definitely establish the husband’s 
sexual demands being injurious his wife’s 

For court permit divorce, the acts cruelty need 
not this case, the court decided that the 
defendant, extremely nervous person, must still treat 
his wife properly and being ill did not excuse his conduct. 
Though sodomy not ground for divorce Washington, 
wile can dissolve the matrimonial bond for the unnatural 
behavior her husband court will make finding 
extreme 

court may award divorce husband for the cruelty 
his wife who flauntingly and improperly associates with 
other men, thereby degrading him However, 
the husband introduces his wife her unsuitable com- 
panions, cannot complain her impropriety (in the 
absence other facts). 

When wife accused husband excessive 
religious zeal, refusing use cosmetics patronize 
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beauty parlor, reproved for her disapproval smoking, 
drinking, dancing, card playing, refusal attend shows, 
limited use radio except listen religious programs, 
and criticizing her husband for lack religious feeling, 


the male spouse not entitled divorce for 


Actually, this represents situation where both spouses are 
incompatible rather than either spouse doing something 
wrong. 

Nonsupport and poverty are not cruelty entitling wife 
divorce. wife can secure divorce from 
her husband for cruel and inhuman treatment where evi- 
dence presented showing non-support, callous indiffer- 
ence his wife’s health, and failure secure proper 
medical attention for his 

Many states permit divorce because one spouse in- 
dulges excessively alcohol (i. e., chronic alcoholism 
separate ground for divorce). However, where there 
excessive drinking together with other unreasonable social 
conduct, divorce may granted for cruelty. For ex- 
ample, where husband drank frequently, brought friends 
home while intoxicated, and demanded food his wife 
while drunk which was subsequently strewn over the floor, 
the court awarded divorce the wife for The 
court found evidence legal cruelty when husband, con- 
trary statute, sold liquor his home and, addition, 
treated his wife wife was denied divorce 
for mental cruelty when husband attempted restrain 
her excessive 

malicious and unwarranted institution litigation 
one spouse against the other may constitute cruelty 
“personal indignities.” For example, one spouse while 
seeking separate maintenance decree charges the other 
with immoral conduct, knowing that the allegations can- 
not substantiated, the accused spouse may entitled 
divorce for mental cruelty. Attempts have husband 
adjudicated insane, together with unfounded accusations 
adultery, constitute cruelty entitling the husband 
this case, neither party was en- 
titled divorce because each was equally fault for the 
marriage being unsuccessful.) Steiner Steiner, the 
court found evidence cruelty where the defendant 
schemed acquire the money belonging the plaintiff, 
elderly woman, through marriage, and have her ad- 
judicated mentally Filing court petition 
falsely charging insanity constitutes cruelty because the 
adverse Maley Maley, husband mali- 
ciously and falsely accused his wife marital 
The wife was entitled divorce for cruelty, decided the 
court, particularly since other evidence was submitted dis- 
closing the husband’s cruel disposition. 


103 Mertens Mertens, Wash. 2nd 55, 227 724 (1951). 
104 Metcalf Metcalf, 166 Ore. 644, 114 547 (1941). 

105 Arndt Arndt, 146 Ore. 347, (1934). 

106 Meadows Meadows, 132 Ore. 228, 283 1117 (1930). 

107 Guinn Guinn, 188 Ore. 554, 217 248 (1950). 

Smith Smith, 146 Ore. 600, 168 (1934). 

109 189 Ore. 97, 218 464 (1950). 

110 Brust Brust, 181 Ore. 307, 181 632 (1947). 

Wash. 766, 140 262 (1943). 


the coordinator 


{ 
| 
| 
| | 


Uncleanliness sometimes held legal cruelty, pro- 
viding exists extensive and dangerous degree. How- 
ever, the lack personal hygiene and tidiness may ex- 
cused the size the family, living conditions, house- 
hold chores, etc. Parman Parman, the wife’s lack 
neatness was not legal cruelty entitling the husband 
divorce where she raised six children ten years, did all 
the housework, and cooked for her family and hired hands 

Kosanke Kosanke, the husband was awarded di- 
vorce after being released from jail producing evidence 
disclosing the loose conduct his wife while was in- 

Desertion distinct ground for divorce the Pacific 
Northwest; however, often used evidence cruelty. 
Baier Baier, the wife frequently told her husband that 
she did not love him, refused care for their children, and 
refused follow the plaintiff another city where the 
family home was For these reasons, the hus- 
was entitled divorce the ground cruelty, 
ruled the court. 

summation, for the purpose weaving common 
thread through the cited cases, appears that three ele- 
ments must established before the plaintiff entitled 
divorce for mental cruelty. The three elements are: 


Abusive and humiliating treatment. 


The life the innocent spouse must made unbear- 


able. 


The physical mental health the plaintiff must 
affected. 


Where divorce permitted for mental suffering. the 
acts claimed mental cruelty are legally insufficient 
establish entitlement divorce decree, evidence other 
anti-social conduct can also presented court dis- 
solve the marital 

Both Oregon and Washington allow divorce for “per- 
sonal indignities rendering life burdensome.” Thus, the 
complainant can secure divorce when morally degraded 
over period time, rendering life Wash- 
ington and Oregon, the courts have more freedom because 
the aforementioned clause grant divorce than the 
judiciary Idaho where “extreme cruelty” must 
proved. because the broad definition 
“extreme cruelty,” the result similar that Oregon 
and Washington where divorce permitted for “personal 
indignities rendering life burdensome.” Montana does 
specify that the “grievous mental suffering” must continue 
for one year prior the date the divorce action. 

Usually, the indignities imposed upon innocent spouse 
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must continue for some time and there must more than 
isolated irritations. For example, the Oregon case 
Steele Steele, the wife was entitled divorce because 
her husband repeatedly stated that did not “care damn 
for her” and did not want live with Such pro- 
nouncements may not constitute “extreme cruelty” 
Idaho, providing the judiciary, given case, applies the 
traditional meaning “extreme cruelty.” Where statute 
permits divorce the ground “personal indignities,” 
either spouse has less difficulty establishing entitlement 
divorce than where the statute permits divorce for “ex- 
treme cruelty.” 

legally responsible divorce suit for “personal 
indignities,” the defendant must intend make life more 
burdensome for the plaintiff. insane while heaping “per- 
sonal indignities” upon the plaintiff, the defendant cannot 
held responsible and divorce denied because the 
necessary intent lacking. However, the incidents con- 
stituting “personal indignities” transpired prior the de- 
insanity, the plaintiff entitled divorce after 
the mental breakdown takes 

Should the defendant continue humiliate the plaintiff, 
establishing fixed hatred contempt, the court will per- 
mit divorce for “personal indignities.” the husband 
wife continually sullen, discourteous, 
and uncooperative, the spouse injured the defendant’s 
conduct entitled divorce because life made more 
Generally, mere refusal speak does not 
show entitlement divorce for “personal indignities” 
although can coupled with other conduct establish 
burdensome existence. Any form mistreatment which 
continues over period time may sufficient reason for 
granting the husband privately indiffer- 
ent his wife but never exhibits this indifference public, 
the wife not entitled divorce because she does not 
suffer “personal husband cannot secure 
divorce from constantly nagging, complaining and 
quarreling wife who every turn finds fault with her hus- 
band, providing such trivialities are soon 
certain amount friction anticipated when people 
according the judiciary. However, nagging 
coupled with frequent outbursts temper other wrong- 
ful conduct, the innocent spouse may entitled di- 
vorce. Kerrigan, the husband established 
“personal indignities” court submitting proof his 
wife’s frequent absence from home for extended periods, 
continually nagged him when they were together, refused 
out with him, and seldom cooked his Where 
the wife refuses live with her husband, nagging him 
when together, that his life made unbearable, 
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entitled Montana, continuous nagging 
one spouse may constitute “extreme cruelty” even the 
motive the nagging spouse 

Where husband consistently uses vile language when 
addressing his spouse, causing grave mental suffering, 
divorce can secured the wife for “personal indigni- 
However, the evidence must show that the abusive 
language inflicted mental suffering upon the 
Venomous statements made wife concerning her hus- 
band’s parents may entitle him divorce for 

Trivial complaints made the defendant, such the 
failure supply current magazines and the never-ending 
problem family expenditures and finances, does not con- 
stitute “personal indignities” entitling the plaintiff di- 
Where the husband was older than his wife and 
refused attend parties, she was not entitled divorce 
cruelty was not wife’s refusal sign 
deed conveying dower interest her husband’s property 
convey leasehold estate does not constitute legal 
reason for issuing divorce for cruelty the 
Committing thefts and keeping stolen property the home 
can constitute “personal indignities” entitling the innocent 
spouse Where the husband’s mother was 
brought into the family home and favored over the wife, 
such action may amout “personal indignities” establish- 
ing the wife’s right Riesland Riesland, 
neither spouse was issued divorce the ground de- 
sertion because agreement separate had been pre- 
However, the wife was entitled divorce 
for “personal indignities” because her husband’s ex- 
hibited antagonism toward her, his niggardly attitude, 
slamming door his wife’s face when she attempted 
reconciliation, etc. 

Where both spouses have been guilty deeds constitut- 
ing mental cruelty “personal indignities,” the court 
plagued with the problem determining whether divorce 
should Generally, divorce for cruelty 
“personal indignities” will not granted both spouses 
are equally both the husband and wife pre- 
cipitate family quarrels, neither spouse entitled di- 
the conduct claimed cruelty “personal 
indignities” divorce suit provoked the complain- 
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ant, the court will not issue Railsbach 
Railsbach, divorce was granted the husband where 
evidence was submitted showing the cruel and false accu- 
sations made the wife the husband’s 
the provocation slight comparison the retaliatory 
cruelty “personal indignities,” entirely in- 
appropriate “natural response” the plaintiff, the 
court may grant For example, wife’s verbal 
criticism her husband can never constitute sufficient 
provocation justifying forceful attack her. display 
temper fit passion does not usually constitute legal 
words anger husband into committing 
assault upon his wife, she justified seeking di- 
vorce for physical Words, matter how oppro- 
brious, never justify assault. both parties are equally 
fault, divorce will not granted merely because one 
spouse came out second best verbal 
husband cannot complain his wife’s nagging when 
has been 

suit instituted the ground cruelty the wife 
which instead divorce results sepaartion, the hus- 
band may subsequently held legaly accountable for 
wrongful conduct. If, after separation, reconciliation 
takes place ,the court implies promise that the husband 
wil Inot commit acts cruelty. For example, the husband 
calls his wife vile names after reunion, although not 
itself sufficent reason grant divorce, his past miscon- 
duct revived and the court may make finding 
husband inhumane his wife and she 
resumes marital life with him after separation, based 
upon the implied condition that other acts cruelty will 
not subsequently occur. there subsequent misconduct, 
the former offenses are automatically revived. 


Desertion 


Most states, including Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and 
Washington, permit divorce for statute, 
Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and Washington provide that 
the separation must continue for year more without 

Desertion generally defined abandonment 
matrimonial cohabitation either spouse without any 
subsequent intent resume living together man and 
wife accompanied renouncement all marital obliga- 
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tions without legal justification The plaintiff 
must clearly establish court that the defendant has left 
and did not intend return. Clem Clem, the husband 
encouraged his wife leave with daughter who was 
enroll college Since the wife left with her 
husband’s consent, cannot subsequently claim that 
has been abandoned. However, wife intends depart 
and never return, the husband entitled divorce even 
bows her wishes after reasonable remonstrance and 
permits her leave without making scene has not 
legally consented the Should separation 
necessary, intention desert not juridically estab- 
married couple agree separate because 
adverse financial circumstances, there has not been 
abandonment until one spouse openly repudiates the tem- 
porary Usually, the physical separation 
and intent never return occur simultaneously, although 
the intent separate permanently can arise afterwards. 

many states, refusal engage sexual intercourse 
legally classified desertion even the married couple 
continue live under the same (Some states con- 
tra—there must physical separation.) However, 
good reason exists for refusing engage sexual inter- 
course, such poor health, sexual abstinence con- 
sented to, divorce for desertion will not 

The desertion must continue without interruption for 
least one year: two periods separation cannot tacked 
together satisfy the statutory requirements. The judici- 
ary does not permit two distinct periods separation 
joined together for the purpose complying with the law. 
The time elapsing after divorce suit based desertion 
filed with the clerk the court not counted order 
fulfill the one year the spouses separate 
but the wife temporarily returns care for her husband 
while ill, the separation remains legally uninter- 
one spouse after desertion unsuccessfully at- 
tempts reconciliation, the continuity separation not 
broken. However, should the husband and wife, after de- 
sertion, engage sexual intercourse without permanent 
reconciliation, there conflict legal opinion 
whether the separation Where the married 
couple live together for short periods time, intending 
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reconcile, the period desertion interrupted and di- 
vorce will not 

Generally, the divorce suit for desertion pre- 
vents the time which elapses thereafter from being com- 
puted part the period separation. But divorce 
suit totally unfounded, the court may find that there was 
lack good faith and the desertion period continues 
run after the suit 

Because the husband, even today, generally the family 
breadwinner, has right choose, good faith. the 
matrimonial domicile. wife, without just cause, refuses 
follow her husband, can secure divorce the 
ground Thus, although the husband can 
legally choose the matrimonial domicile, must 
with regard his wife’s welfare and happiness. pos- 
sible, well his economic opportunities. The wife can 
refuse join her husband and not deserter the 
housing provided not clean and/or comfortable and 
financially able provide better quarters. wife has 
not deserted she refuses return the home her hus- 
band’s parents where she previously resided abuse was 
wrongfully heaped upon her and there was unnecessary 
outside interference her marital the home 
unreasonably chosen unfit, the husband becomes 
deserter from the time the wife makes known her objec- 
tions the matrimonial domicile. 

The husband deserted when left his wife without tell- 
ing her and did not suggest that she follow him else- 

The husband’s failure support his wife not usually 
treated desertion. But the husband continually refuses 
support his wife and financially able to, intent 
permanently sever the marital relationship may in- 
support her not desertion because wife not 
legally obligated support 

both spouses agree separate, neither one can seek 
divorce for desertion. However, after agreement 
separate, should one spouse good faith attempt recon- 
ciliation, the rejector the offer considered deserter 
from the moment the refusal Herrin Her- 
rin, the husband and mutual consent, had sepa- 
Subsequently, the husband wrote his wife at- 
reconciliation, which the wife refused. The 
court held that the one year desertion period started from 
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the date the letter refusing reconcile was received the 
husband. offer reconciliation intended, must 
communicated prior the expiration the one year 
period desertion; reconciliatory advances made after 
the one year period will not bar suit for 

The plaintiff seeking divorce for desertion must not 
responsible for the separation. the conduct 
drives the defendant from the family home, divorce will 
not awarded. Generally, differences opinion not 
justify the defendant’s desertion. wife justly criticizes 
her husband for disregarding his marital duties, resulting 
his departure from the family home, she entitled 
divorce for The court ruled these cases that 
there was not sufficient provocation excuse the defend- 
ant’s abandonment. 

husband his offensive conduct forces separa- 
tion, guilty constructive desertion entitling the wife 
the wife’s reprehensible conduct causes 
the husband leave, she has impliedly consented the 
separation and not entitled 

Legislation Idaho and Washington permits either 
spouse seek divorce when living apart for five more 
years without cohabitation, irrespective The 
legislature intended permit marital dissolution where 
the marriage has factually ceased exist irrespective 
which spouse fault. Evans Evans, wife resided 
England for more than five consecutive Even 
though the wife was fault, she was entitled divorce, 
ruled the court (this was dictum the husband brought 
suit for divorce). Where the wife submitted evidence estab- 
lishing that the husband breached agreement the 
number children that would conceived, and made ex- 
cessive sexual demands, divorce could granted 
spouse irrespective guilt where they had lived 
apart for more than five 

long the parties remain apart for five consecutive 
years, intent dissolve the marriage during this in- 
terim not necessary and either spouse can secure di- 
But husband whose employment military 
duty necessitates that gone good deal time but 
who visits with his wife, helps her entertain guests, and 
sleeps with her when home, there lack five continu- 


Impotence 


. 
Most states, statute, allow divorce when one spouse 
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impotent. Impotency defined the inability engage 
sexual intercourse; thus, sterility not ground for di- 
and Montana, although permitting the an- 
nulment marriage for impotency, not provide for 
divorce whereas the legislation and Washing- 
permits divorce. The Oregon statute states that the 
impotency must exist time marriage while the Wash- 
ington statute, this legal technicality, silent. 

Most statutes fail define impotency, and, conse- 
quently, question legislative intent and construction 
arises. For example, the Oregon statute defines impotency 
incurable condition whereas the Washington statute 
ignores the point. most states, decision, the physical 
impotence must incurable and must exist time mar- 
The nuptial tie can dissolved even the im- 
potent spouse, time marriage, was unaware in- 
ability copulate because the ability engage sexual 
intercourse deemed absolutely essential every 
marital However, persons advanced 
age enter into marriage, divorce will not granted for 
impotency because the plaintiff can reasonably anticipate 
the inability copulate. 

Establishing impotency sometimes legally difficult. 
Tompkins Tompkins, New Jersey court held that there 
was evidence impotency when the married couple occu- 
pied the same room, the defendant refused engage sex- 
ual intercourse, the wife was still virgin after three years 
marriage, and admitted his inability engage sex- 
ual satisfy the court, physical exam- 
ination can ordered. Should the defendant refuse sub- 
mit medical investigation, presumption impotency 


Conviction Crime 


Most states permit divorce when the defendant con- 
allow divorce where the defendant has 
been found guilty crime. 

the absence legislative provision, pardon granted 
the defendant after committing felony does not de- 
stroy the right Generally, fel- 
ony defined incarceration federal state peniten- 
tiary and/or imprisonment for year more. Thus, im- 
prisonment for less than year and/or imprisonment 
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county jail not classified felony, but misde- 
meanor. 

divorce cannot granted for perpetrating crime 
until the imprisonment order made final appellate 
decree the expiration the statutory period within 
which appeal higher court can 

Washington, the plaintiff can seek divorce for the 
commission crime only the suit filed while the de- 
fendant Idaho, the divorce action 
must initiated “before the expiration one year after 
pardon the termination the period 
The Montana code provides divorce denied 
where: the cause conviction felony and the ac- 
tion not commenced before two years after final judg- 
ment and possible that, Oregon, the 
suit must brought the plaintiff within one year after 
discovering the 

Villalon Bowen, Nevada court interpreted the 
Oregon statute which states that person given life sen- 
tence civilly The court held that the marriage 
person serving life sentence would have termi- 
nated divorce the incarcerated spouse was still alive 
(otherwise, where spouse deceased, divorce un- 
necessary) and, some cases, the prisoner eventually 
released from prison. 


Intoxication 


Most states allow divorce where one spouse habit- 
ually intoxicated. and 
will grant divorce for habitual intemper- 
ance. Habitual alcoholism usually defined “fixed, 
irresistible custom frequent indulgence intoxicating 
liquor with consequent drunkenness such character 
evidence confirmed habit and inability control 
the appetite for Idaho defines habitual in- 
toxication “that degree intemperance from the use 
intoxicating drinks which disqualifies the person great 
portion the time from properly attending business, 
which would reasonably inflict course great mental 
anguish upon the innocent Montana defines 
alcoholism imbibing such degree that the defendant 
disqualified great portion the time from properly 
attending Evidently, Montana, the effect 
the defendant’s alcoholic condition upon the plaintiff 
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would have bearing court (although element 
consider when divorce for mental cruelty sought). 
Oregon, the alcoholic condition must have developed 
after marriage and must exist for least one year prior 
the divorce Section 21-117 the Montana Code 
and Section 32-609 the Idaho law provides that the de- 
fendant’s habitual intemperance must continue for one 
year. Washington court ruled that the habitually alco- 
holic person one who unable resist 

Generally, the defendant need not drink consistently nor 
need intoxicated greater portion the time. 
continues drink excessively and with periodic frequency 
and unable resist when before him, divorce 

court will not grant divorce for occasional intemper- 
ance the law requires habitual this case, 
the husband drank excess twice month when went 
into town, quickly sobered and seldom brought liquor 
his home. The court ruled that the wife did not establish 
the right divorce. one spouse knows that the other 
confirmed alcoholic the time marriage, the court 
will not permit divorce later date. 

The states the Pacific Northwest will not grant di- 
vorce the plaintiff because the defendant drug addict 
(however, the plaintiff may able get divorce for this 
condition for mental cruelty). 


Insanity 


Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and Washington allow di- 
vorce where one spouse problem, medical 
nature, frequently presented the court when must 
determine whether the spouse insane. Insanity broad 
and exceptionaly difficult term define, since covers all 
disorders the mind. There are many different types 
mental conditions which exist varying degrees. Unques- 
tionably, mere nervousness, moral perversion, and lack 
will power does not constitute insanity. 

determination insanity made court when evi- 
dence submitted which, without reasonable doubt, estab- 
lishes mental incompetency. Admittedly, charge in- 
sanity must confirmed the presentation competent 
medical testimony. fact, many experts contend that only 
trained psychiatrists and not general practitioners medi- 
cine should permitted testify mental hearing. The 
present rules evidence however permits not only the gen- 
eral practitioner bear witness, but opinions laymen 
who have had ample opportunity observe the accused 
are admissible. 

adjudication insanity has effect outside the 
state which rendered and not entitled “full faith 
and credit” under the United States Constitution. For ex- 
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ample, person declared mentally incompetent Oregon 
can move Washington and the individual treated 
sane until another hearing held; should the Washington 
court find the person sane, anomaly has occurred since 
the Oregon judiciary has decided otherwise. 

Idaho, divorce cannot granted unless the insane 
spouse has been confined Idaho state asylum else- 
where for least six years prior the commencement 
the suit and the condition must Montana 
provides that the mental disability must incurable and 
that the insane spouse must confined private state 
institution for least five years prior the divorce 
The Oregon legislation states: 


(7) Permanent mental illness where the defendant has 
been adjudged mentally ill court competent juris- 
diction, and such mental illness has been continuous since 
such adjudication for least three years, and the person 
has been confined either private public institution 
upon the grounds mental illness for the major portion 
the three years immediately preceding the commence- 
ment the suit and where appears the satisfaction 
the court competent evidence that the illness incur- 
able 


The Washington code provides: 


all cases where the defendant, the time com- 
mencement the action, from chronic mania 
dementia, established competent medical testimony 
have existed for least two years prior the filing 
the complaint, such insanity shall the sole and exclu- 
sive ground upon which the court may, its discretion, 


The Washington statute curious many respects. For 
example, Washington the only state the Pacific North- 
west which does not, prior awarding divorce, require 
adjudication insanity. addition, when the defend- 
ant mentally ill the time suit, Washington will only 
permit divorce for insanity and other Wash- 
ington’s law, contrary other state legislation, allows 
divorce for insanity even though the afflicted spouse was 
never placed mental hospital. The Oregon statute states 
that the insane spouse must mental institution for 
the major part three years; Idaho requires regular con- 
finement mental hospital for least six years; and 
Montana provides for incarceration mental institution 
for five more years. Idaho the state the Pacific 
Northwest which, with exception, requires hospitaliza- 
tion public sanatorium. 

patient furloughed from mental institution order 
determine his adjustment capabilities who released 
trial visit for other reasons remains constructively hos- 
pitalized. Hospitalization for reasons other than mental 
health would not satisfy the institutional requirements 
Idaho, Montana and Oregon. 
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Washington the only state the Pacific Northwest 
where the statute does not provide that the mental disability 
must permanent and incurable. 

Idaho and Montana, either spouse, would appear 
from the statute, entitled seek divorce when there 
insanity. Oregon and Washington, only the sane spouse 
entitled seek divorce. 

Originally, divorce was not granted the judiciary 
where the insanity developed after the nuptial tie because 
both spouses accepted the benefits well the burdens 
imposed Eventually, many state legisla- 
tures, including the four the Pacific Northwest, had 
“change heart” because offsprings born such union 
could inherit mental conditions and the tremendous hard- 
ship imposed upon the sane spouse. 


Wilful Neglect 


Idaho and Montana permit divorce for “wilful ne- 
Montana defines “wilful neglect” failure “of 
the husband provide for his wife the common neces- 
saries life, having the ability so; the failure 
The Idaho definition “wilful neglect” similar 
the Montana Washington permits divorce 
for “The neglect refusal the husband make suitable 
provision for his Thus, Oregon the only state 
the Pacific Northwest which has not made “wilful ne- 
glect” specific ground for which divorce can issued. 

The husband cannot seek the dissolution mariage for 

“neglect” because the wife not legally obligated sup- 
port him. the other hand, the husband, able, must sup- 
port his wife and the failure entitles the wife 
divorce for “neglect.” Idaho and Montana, the husband 
must wilfully fail support his wife for one year 
Washington, the statute does not specify the 
length time that the failure provide support must con- 
tinue and the Washington courts have held that divorce 
for “neglect” order when the husband does not intend 
support his one case, divorce was awarded 
when the husband refused provide support for three 
month husband permanently neglects sup- 
port his family, the wife entitled divorce, ruled 
the court. 

Washington, even the wife capable self-sup- 
port, she entitled divorce for “neglect” when her hus- 
band able and fails make financial provision for his 


The wife must establish the defendant’s wilful failure 


211 Shaw Shaw, 148 Wash. 622, 269 804 (1928) 

212 Revised Codes Montana 1947 (Ann.), Vol. II, Sec. 
103 (5): Idaho Code, Vol. VI, Sec. 32-603 (4). 

Revised Codes Montana 1947 (Ann.), Vol. Sec. 21-115. 

215 Revised Code Washington, Vol. Sec. 26.08.020 (7). 

216 Code, Vol. VI, Sec. 32-609; Revised Codes Montana 
1947 (Ann.), Sec. 

217 Garland Garland, Wash. 226, 119 386 (1911). 

218 Merriam Merriam, Wash. 389, 134 1058 (1913); 
Seigmund Seigmund, Wash. 572, 913 (1907). 
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provide Even where the husband does not con- 
test the divorce suit, the wife, court, must establish the 
husband’s wilful refusal contribute the necessary finan- 
cial 


Miscellaneous Grounds for Divorce 


Washington, divorce may granted upon applica- 
tion the complainant when: 


the marriage the party applying for the 
divorce was obtained force fraud, and there has 
been voluntary cohabitation after the discovery 
the fraud, when either party shall incapable con- 
senting thereto, for want legal age sufficient under- 


Thus, divorce can obtained Washington when 
fraudulent misrepresentation material fact made 
the defendant inducing the marriage and when 
either spouse not marriageable age. Neither Idaho, 
Montana Oregon permit divorce for fraud underage 
(an annulment suit order). 

Although not considered separate ground for divorce, 
the problems created religious and political differences 
frequently lead married couple the divorce court. Such 
religious and political differences may constitute “mental 
cruelty” “personal indignities” and the judiciary will 
issue divorce decree. The subject treated here rather 
than Section III (devoted cruelty and “personal in- 
because tremendous publicity recent years. 

The divorce case Donaldson Donaldson involved re- 
ligion and The wife filed suit for divorce 
and the husband filed cross complaint claiming cruelty 
and “personal The wife’s complaint was 
dismissed and the trial court awarded the husband di- 
vorce because the plaintiff was member the Communist 
party and her religious indifference. The Washington Su- 
preme Court reversed the decision the lower tribunal, 
holding that unpopular political philosophy and irreli- 
gious attitude does not constitute cruelty “personal in- 
dignities.” This decision was exceptionally important be- 
cause both spouses sought the custody their children. 
similar case, the Washington judiciary determined that 
political differences not, per se, entitle the plaintiff 

should emphasized that although political and re- 
ligious differences are not usually reasons for divorce, the 
judiciary may make finding cruelty “personal indig- 
nities,” providing family life destroyed completely 
Arizona case, the husband was granted 
divorce when his wife became member the Jehovah’s 

219 Metzger Metzger, 118 Wash. 479, 203 936 (1922). 

220 Carey Carey, 174 Wash. 606, 973 (1933). 

221 Revised Code Washington, Vol. Sec. 26.08.020 (1). 

222 Wash. 748, 231 607 (1951). 

223 cross complaint cross action suit brought the 
defendant against the party who the plaintiff. 

224 Braun Braun, Wash. 468, 197 442 (1948). 

225 Mertens Mertens, Wash. 55, 227 724 (1951). 
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Witnesses sect and zealously followed her newly acquired 
faith that family life was completely 


Conclusion 


the four states the Pacific Northwest, Washington, 
legislation and court interpretation, has made rela- 
tively simple for the plaintiff secure divorce. Washing- 
ton should reevaluate its laws and possibly “tighten” them 
many problems, other than the immediate dissolution 
marriage, are created when people are divorced. 

Idaho, evidently competing with Nevada for migratory 
divorce business, the state the Northwest 
which residence domicile most easily established. 
Idaho’s present policy enunciated legislation estab- 
lishing favorable jurisdictional standards for the plaintiff 
unable unwilling secure divorce where domiciled 
will unquestionably create many thorny conflicts law 
problems and some Idaho divorce decrees will success- 
fully challenged elsewhere. 

analysis the laws Idaho, Montana, Oregon and 
Washington indicate that the use the annulment can 
dispensed with and society will not suffer any material loss. 
Since the reasons for granting divorce can multiplied 
with ease legslative action, the current, the current over- 
lapping divorce and annulment grounds, and the prob- 
lems legitimacy children, created annulment 
procedure, seems unnecessary permit the archaic an- 
nulment suit linger on. 

Where the plaintiff seeks separate maintenance rather 
than absolute divorce, seems reasonable from the 
public viewpoint limit the number years that the 
plaintiff will entitled maintain the marriage legally 
but not factually, intact. After let say five years sep- 
arate maintenance, reconciliation must effected 
either spouse should allowed get divorce. 

From personal observation what transpires and out 
court well comments made others, suggested 
that specially trained people placed the public payroll 
who would represent the contestants and the public rather 
than permitting individually hired attorneys handle the 
legal problems created divorce. Perhaps publicly hired 
attorneys with special training psychology could, from 
the social viewpoint, settle many problems and reconcile 
more contestants, thereby creating fewer problems 
later date. Being dependent fees for survival, many at- 
torneys treat divorce callously and many observers doubt 
whether the best interests society are being served 
permitting the existence the present divorce system. 

states where divorce for “personal indignities” 
permitted, thorough investigation should undertaken 
determine the value its continued use ground for 
divorce. study might possibly disclose that marriage 
too easily dissolved for “personal indignities,” not 
definable phrase and too much discretion exercised 
the trial court. 


226 Smith Smith, Arizona 373, 149 683 (1944). 
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The purpose the 1960 White House Conference 
Children and Youth (March 27-April 1960) is, accord- 
ing bulletin from Washington, C., “to promote op- 
portunities for children and youth realize their full po- 
tentials for creative life freedom and dignity.” 

The significance the Golden Anniversary Conference 
and its purpose adds lustre the first book this issue’s 
shelf—although such the stature this work that 
commands attention without associative support. The book 
Gardner Murphy’s Human Potentialities (Basic Books, 
1958); and say without hesitation that great 
book. Since “great book” label sometimes frightening, 
hasten add that this one also engrossingly well- 
written. offers few—or no—dull moments. 

Since have called this great book should with- 
out saying that the title and its relationship the purpose 
the 1960 Conference should not mislead anyone into 
expecting do-it-yourself treatise successful living. Dr. 
Murphy concerned with mankind, with human nature, 
not with men individuals society system 
political divisions cultures. The scope vast but the 
implications are nonetheless down earth and personal 
national application. 

One paragraph from the second chapter sets forth the 
theme and design the book: 

“To answer few words questions that the whole book 
must try answer larger canvas, belief that 
mankind still changing biologically (evolution still 
going on’) and that his social-cultural evolution proceed- 
ing extraordinary pace, destined for still more stag- 
gering acceleration the decadés just ahead. believe 
that curiosity, the use the mind, the craving under- 
stand—always major factor human potentialities—has 
become the controlling difference between the men the 
past and the men the present era; that science much 
more than technology, that rather way life extend- 
ing its fingers into every cranny modern existence; that 
technology the broad sense, involving everything our 

material existence from the corporate structure business 
the universality vaccination and the improved agricul- 
tural yield, expresses the dominant idea our era, the idea 
that man can and will understand. Part this conception 
that man can and will understand himself and his own 


society. still more concrete exemplification the idea 
that all men the science-dominated modern era can 
learn understand one another, despite the colossal gulfs 
established political, economic, and military cleavage; 
and that only through common discovery all men 
striving understand that “one world” fit live can 
discovered.” (p. 25) 

With respect the purpose the White House Confer- 
ence, the lesson taught Dr. Murphy summed 
the final paragraph his book: 

“The realization human potentialities lies studying 
the directions which human needs may guided, with 
equal attention the learning powers the individual and 
the feasible directions cultural evolution. The last thou- 
sand years have created level scientific and esthetic 
satistaction which has already made human nature differ- 
ent today from what was the middle ages; yet this 
merely beginning. Even this much evolution has 
hardly commenced the area interpersonal relations, 
where modern psychology, including psychoanalysis, has 
shown more about the roots conflict and destructive- 
ness among people than about the development positive 
social feeling. cannot make rapid gains the control 
conflict, there will human future. But can, 
the future extension scientific and esthetic interest, to- 
gether with the evolution greater capacity for satisfac- 
tion relations between people, will not constitute goal 
Utopia, but will define widening theater for the 
development new potentialities.” (p. 329) 

The promotion “opportunities for children and youth 
realize their full potentials” also involves, however, 
problems less cosmic scale than those considered 
Dr. Murphy. Emotionally disturbed children, for instance, 
are certainly prevented from realization their full human 
potentials, and early identification these children 
essential the purposes the White House Conference. 
Oregon, one the study committees the Governor’s 
Committee Children and Youth has been assigned the 

specific task recommending how such identification and 
subsequent counseling can provided the schools. 

The committee now studying booklet published 
the California State Department Education entitled 
Process for Early Identification Emotionally Disturbed 
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Children (Bulletin the California State Department 
Education, Vol. 27, (August, 1958) which should 
great interest all teachers and especially those con- 
cerned with family life education. 

The bulletin reports detail California experiment 
the identification “children with problems” which 
regular classroom teachers, using non-technical methods 
consistent with everyday classroom procedures, played 
major role. “The study,” according the booklet, “was 
aimed including the teacher member the team 
responsible for early identification emotionally dis- 
turbed children and later the person who might use the 
data obtained best advantage. was thought that the 
real value the study was assisting teachers assess 
personality development part the job helping chil- 
dren learn.” One the most cogent paragraphs the 
report follows: 

“The anxiety induced teacher one more emo- 
tionally disturbed children often visited upon all the 
children the class. result, those children with situa- 
tional incipient problems who can helped the 
teacher may overlooked over-evaluated. teacher 
who ‘knows’ the children and the class may more com- 
fortable about seeking help and more aware personal 
anxieties and biases appraising children. may 
necessary times for teacher accept the fact that some 
children are seriously disturbed and need the help com- 
munity mental health services, such clinic, family 
caseworker, hospital. The number and urgency 
serious problems may greatly reduced, however, the 
teacher-clinical team can helped make the most 
the school’s potential for recognizing personality distor- 
tions children early.” (p. 81) 

few copies this valuable booklet are available 
loan from the Brown Trust. 

There room for mention another booklet, the 
Human Development Bulletin, (Ninth Annual Symposium, 
The University Chicago, 1958). Among the papers in- 
cluded are two the most challenging and interesting dis- 
cussions contemporary problems relating sex educa- 
tion have seen. One David Riesman, entitled 
and Sex Roles”; the other, Nevitt San- 
ford, “Changing Sex Roles, Socialization and Educa- 
tion.” commend these and the papers the booklet, 
Coordinator readers. 

illustrative nugget from the first paper (pp. 50-51) 
follows: 

“One the reasons why going steady has come about 
because the increased permissiveness society; and 
the whole problem permissiveness and what means 
one I’ve discussed with Dr. Sklansky and one imagine 
will touch today. Girls, course, are not chaperoned 
anymore either the Latin way the more character- 
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istic Calvinist way which they carried their invisible 
chaperone inside. Boys are, therefore, not protected from 
having make advances girls the latter’s obvious 
unavailability. Indeed, the availability girls America 
omnipresent and inescapable part our visual es- 
thetic—built into the widths our cars, the reels our 
movies, into the pages our advertisement, and built into 
the girls themselves. might add, the way they carry 
themselves and dress. The greater, but still not sufficiently 
psychological, awareness has produced the paradox I’ve 
sometimes seen teacher where students feel under 
pressure from adults have and are ashamed 
thought dull and not have any. 

“Likewise, boys and girls have new fear, one which 
generation earlier was not conscious for most men 
matter how sheltered, nor for most women-—that is, the 
fear that they might homosexual. talking recently 
with Dr. John Spiegel about some the men’s colleges 
the Ivy League, agreed that this fear one factor which 
haunts the campus, putting pressure many young men 
guarded their relations with each other, and also 
with their male teachers, while the same time putting 
pressure them seek out relations with girls order 
convince themselves and perhaps each other that they 
are not, that there isn’t chance, that there isn’t possibil- 
ity, that they might homosexual.” 

And one from the second paper: (pp. 61-62) 

“Among college women least among upper-middle 
class college women, something like flight into femininity 
determination return traditional feminine roles 
may noted. thinking, course, the marked tend- 
ency toward early marriage this age group and the 
expressed desire have relatively many children. For 
example, one survey Vassar turned out that the 
model number children desired was four. This accent 
the family, the part today’s young women, imme- 
diately reflected their relationships with men. not 
only that the young women use their freedom chase 
boys and convince them the desirability the future 
home and family, but they are out manage men such 
way insure the security and stability the home. 
This cannot considered apart from the fact that live 
age organization and that the way for young men 
get ahead, least far enough ahead secure the 
home, not independence, adventurousness and imag- 
ination, but cooperativeness, propriety and adjustment. 
Accordingly, the homemakers, always sensitive the reali- 
ties society, counsel their husbands along these latter 
lines. What upsets the modern young wife not any longer 
the idea that her husband becoming stick-in-mud and 
try anything new interesting, but that might 
kick over the traces, get into trouble the office, some- 
thing improper, and hence not receive his promotion 
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the proper time. For example, the University Cali- 
fornia during the loyalty oath controversy, many husbands 
wanted rebel signing the oath, but were prevented 
from doing their wives, who could not tolerate such 
threat domestic arrangements. This sort thing 
certainly important source modern complains about 


the effeminization men. can see, the pressure 
men not only pressure toward change their tradi- 
tional masculine roles, but pressure toward conform- 
ity and sacrifice individuality.” 


PACIFIC NORTHWEST FAMILY LIFE NEWS AND NOTES 


Department Editor 


Oregon College Education, Monmouth, Oregon 


Theodore Johannis, Jr. will visiting professor 
the Portland Summer Session, June through August 
14. will offer seminar Family Life Education and 
seminar the Sociology Leisure. For further informa- 
tion write James Caughlan, Director, Portland Sum- 
mer Session, 1633 Park Avenue, Portland, Oregon. 


The Department Family Life, School Home Eco- 
nomics Oregon State College, announces two-week 
summer workshop July through July Understand- 
ing Nursery School Children (three quarter hours grad- 
uate credit). Those enrolled the workshop will have 
opportunity observe and participate nursery school 
group one the laboratory nursery schools the col- 
lege. The nursery school will open the mornings, and 
the afternoon students will meet with the staff for dis- 
cussion and reading. The workshop designed give 
additional background high school teachers who in- 
clude wish include child care unit their Home 
Economics courses and others who work with pre-school 
children. 

Director the workshop will Mary Elizabeth Keister, 
Head the Department Child Development and Family 
Relationships the University of, Tennessee. 

Other courses being offered Oregon State College this 
summer will include Family Relationships, Parent Educa- 
tion and seminar marriage Education High Schools. 
These three courses will taught Lawrence Bee the 
University Kansas. Henry Schalock will offer sem- 
inar Current Trends Child Development. 

For further information write Mrs. Katherine 
Read, Head, Department Family Life, School Home 
Economics, Oregon State College. 


Mrs. Katherine Read Oregon State College will speak 
“Dynamic Concepts Nursery School Education” 


meeting the Private Nursery School Association 
Northern California held Palo Alto, California, 
March 14-15. 


The Department Sociology the State College 
Washington has received grant $9,100 from the Na- 
tional Institute Mental Health for study the effect 
the employment mothers the personal and social 
adjustment pre-school children. Joseph Perry, Ph.D. 
candidate the Department working with Ivan Nye, 
Director the Sociological Research Laboratory, the 
project. 


Paul Landis was delegate the World Congress 
the Family Paris this past summer. his recent trip 
around the world conferred with educators Africa 
and the Near East family problems preliminary 
his forthcoming book world social problems. 


The eighth annual Ashland, Oregon Conference for 
Young Adults will held Southern Oregon College 
March 28. This year’s conference theme “What Makes 
for Good Marriage.” Thomas Poffenberger the Uni- 
versity California Davis will address the group 
“Marriage the Atomic Age.” 


Rudolf Dreikurs, well-known Adlerian psychologist, will 
offer advanced practicum Family Counseling and 
Seminar Adlerian Psychology during the Summer Ses- 
sion the University Oregon this summer. Among 
his better known books are Psychology the Classroom 
(Harper, 1957) and The Challenge Marriage (Duell, 
Sloane and Pearce, 1946). Further information may 
obtained from Ray Lowe, School Education, University 
Oregon, Eugene, Oregon. 
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